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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-35 are pending in Application No. 10/090,399, entitled "Displaying 
Database Information as a Document Metaphor", filed 3/4/2002 by Pratte. Claims 1,19 
and 35 are independent. 

2. The Office acknowledges Information Disclosure Statement filed on 3/4/2002. 

Priority 

3. Applicant makes no claim to either domestic or foreign priority. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: Fig. 8 #60. 

5. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: Fig. 8 # 60b-60g. 
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6. Fig. 8-1 5 contain (what appears to be) graphics that Applicant is using as 
reference numbers. They are inappropriate for several reasons. First of all, these 
numbers (1-11) are low enough as to conflict with Figure numbers (1-15). Additionally, 
these numbers are encircled/enclosed in a black background. (Refer to 37 CFR 
1.84(p)(1) and (3)) Third, the associated "hand" cursors are not appropriate as lead 
lines. (Refer to 37 CFR 1.84(q)) 

7. Corrected drawing sheets are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the 
appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, 
the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief 
description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement 
sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. The 
replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as 
per 37 CFR 1.84(c) and 1.121(d)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing 
figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified 
and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to 
the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Specification 

8. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

A. The last sentence of [0004] uses the word "section" rather than 
"sections". The 6 th line of [0022] is confusing: "deployed remotely on an over 
network". Second sentence of [0024] "maybe" should be "may be". Applicant is 
reminded to please correct all spelling/grammatical/etc. mistakes throughout the 
specification (including the claims and drawings). 

B. Applicant uses same drawing reference number to refer to different 
Figure elements, such as: 

1. #12 to refer to a database (information store, see [0016]) and 
database records (information stored, see [0022]). 

2. #14a to refer to a document metaphor (see [0027]) and a 
document profile (see [0028]). 

Applicant is asked to please reconcile all such inconsistencies. 

C. [0029] describes toggling between data entry and view modes by 
clicking on a field. Which field? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

9. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 



1 
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art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

10. Claims 14-15, 18, 30-31 and 34 are rejected under 35 USC 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

Regarding claim 14, no implementation details were provided for allowing "a 
user to move ... to another record". 

Claim 15 is dependent upon claim 14, and therefore likewise rejected. 

Claims 30-31 are substantially similar to claims 14-15, repectively, and therefore 
likewise rejected. 

Regarding claim 18, no implementation details were provided for the "the 
expandable text containing field" of line 2. 

Claim 34 is substantially similar to claim 18, and therefore likewise rejected. 



1 1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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12. Claims 1-18, 20-22, 26, 33 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding independent claim 1, there is a lack of antecedent basis as to "said 
database" in line 10. 

Claims 2-18 are dependent upon claim 1 and therefore likewise rejected. 

Regarding claims 10, 26 and 35, the scope is vague and indefinite. The term 
"responsive" (claim 10 line 2; claim 26 line 2; claim 35 lines 5,7,11) is vague. 
Responsive in what manner(s)? 

Regarding claims 17 and 33, the scope is vague and indefinite. The phrase 
"displayed in HTML code" (claim 17 line 2; claim 33 line 2) is vague. Display HTML 
code listing or display rendered HTML code? 

Regarding claim 20, the scope is vague and indefinite. The recited limitation 
("includes a data entry view mode and a data display view mode") does not appear to 
add anything to the parent claim (which recites switching "between a data entry view 
mode and a data display view mode"). 

Claims 21-22 are dependent upon claim 20 and therefore likewise rejected. 
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Additionally, in regards to claim 35, the term "sew" (line 12) appears to be in 
error, rendering the scope indeterminable. The Office will consider this word to be "the" 
for the purposes of further examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

14. Claims 1-11, 14-17, 19-27, 30-33 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

as being unpatentable over Segal et al (US Patent Application Publication No. 
2001/0041991, filed Feb. 6, 2001, relying on Provisional Application No. 60/181,215, 
filed Feb. 9, 2000, hereafter referred to as "Segal") in view of T. C. Bradley ( ColdFusion: 
Fast & Easy Web Development , Prima Publishing, Roseville, CA, © 2000, pp. 153-157, 
183-185, 208-214, 228-235, 247-248, 268-269, 309-310, 357-361 and 371-377, 
hereafter referred to as "Bradley"). 



Regarding independent claim 1, Segal discloses: 
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A system (Fig. 1 ) for use in presenting at east one record of information, 
including a plurality of fields of data , as a textual document that can be displayed 
and edited (Fig. 5i), said system comprising: 

a data display device; (Fig. 1 #106, 108 and 110) 
at least one data entry device; (Fig. 1 keyboard shown with each 
PC #106, 108, 110 and [0112] re: "clicks" and enters data) 

an information store containing at least one data record; (Fig. 1 
#132) and 

a data handler (Fig. 1 #102 and 134), coupled to (Fig 1 #99) said 
information store (Fig. 1 #132) and to aid data display device(F\g. 1 #106, 
108 and 110), for accessing said data base (Fig. 1 #132) and for retrieving 
at least a portion of said at least one data record ([0028], discussing 
means to retrieve ... medical data), said data handler for creating a 
document metaphor (Fig. 5h) containing said at least a portion of said at 
least one retrieved data record ([0028], discussing means to retrieve ... 
medical data) for display on said data display device (Fig. 1 #1 06, 1 08, 
110), said document metaphor (Fig. 5h) allowing ... , on said data display 
device (Fig. 1 #106, 108, 110), of at least a portion of said retrieved data 
record as a text document. (Fig. 5h) 



However, Segal does not explicitly disclose: 
sequential viewing 



Bradley, though, discloses: 

sequential viewing (p. 309, bottom GUI is a scrollable window) 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Bradley for the benefit of Segal, because to do so 
would allow a user to view more than one page of information, as taught by Bradley in 
the series of GUI windows displayed on pp. 309-310. These references were all 
applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., the display of database records. 
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Regarding claim 2, which is dependent upon claim 1 , the limitations of claim 1 

have been previously addressed. 

However, Segal does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein said document metaphor is viewable in its entirety by 
sequentially scrolling downward and upward through said document 
metaphor. 

Bradley, though, discloses: 

wherein said document metaphor is viewable in its entirety by 
sequentially scrolling downward and upward through said document 
metaphor, (p. 309, bottom GUI is a scrollable window) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Bradley for the benefit of Segal, because to do so 
would allow a user to view more than one page of information, as taught by Bradley in 
the series of GUI windows displayed on pp. 309-310. These references were all 
applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., the display of database records. 

Regarding claim 3, which is dependent upon claim 1, Segal further discloses: 

wherein said document metaphor includes a plurality of data record 
elements. ([0078], re: personal information in an account database linked 
to medical data in a clinical database) 



Regarding claim 4, which is dependent upon claim 3, Segal further discloses: 
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wherein said document metaphor includes a data entry view mode 
and a data display view mode. (Fig. 5h displaying data and having an edit 
button to toggle to a data entry mode) 



Regarding claim 5, which is dependent upon claim 4, Segal further discloses: 

wherein the view mode of a selected data record may be toggled 
between said data entry view mode and said data display view mode by 
signaling on said data record element by said at least one data entry 
device. (Fig. 5h displaying data and having an edit button to toggle to a 
data entry mode by clicking on the edit button) 



Regarding claim 6, which is dependent upon claim 5, Segal further discloses: 

wherein said at least one data entry device includes a mouse, and 
wherein said signaling includes double-clicking on said selected data 
record element. ([01 12] discusses user "clicking". Mouse events are well 
known in the art. See the Deitel et al. reference [Deitel, H. M., et al., Java: 
How to Program, 2 nd Edition , Prentice Hall, Upper Saddle River, NJ, © 
1998, pp. 546-558.] cited in the Form 892 for a list of mouse events and 
the code to handle mouse events, like multiple clicks [e.getClickCount()] in 
line 22 of Fig. 10-22) 



Regarding claim 7, which is dependent upon claim 1 , Segal further discloses: 

wherein said data base includes at least one record selected from 
at least one of the group of information stores consisting of an e-mail 
record data base, a calendar record data base; a report record data base; 
and a user defined record data base. (Fig. 1 #132 account database and 
[0112] re: user entry of data) 



Regarding claim 8, which is dependent upon claim 1, Segal further discloses: 
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wherein said document metaphor includes at least one section, 
said at least one section including a plurality of data record elements. (Fig. 
5h) 



Regarding claim 9, which is dependent upon claim 8, the limitations of claim 8 

have been previously addressed. 

However, Segal does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein a users view of said at least one document metaphor 
section on said display device may be expanded and contracted. 



Bradley, though, discloses: 

wherein a users view of said at least one document metaphor 
section on said display device may be expanded and contracted, (p. 309, 
the Internet Explorer windows each have a button [middle button at far 
right of title bar] for maximizing and restoring [contracting] the window.) 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Bradley for the benefit of Segal, because to do so 
would allow a user to view more than one page of information, as taught by Bradley in 
the series of GUI windows displayed on pp. 309-310. These references were all 
applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., the display of database records. 



Regarding claim 10, which is dependent upon claim 1 , Segal further discloses: 

wherein said document handler is responsive to a data record 
request input by a user on said at least one data entry device. ([01 1 2] re: 
"clicks" and enters data) 
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Regarding claim 11, which is dependent upon claim 1, the limitations of claim 1 

have been previously addressed. 

However, Segal does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein said document metaphor includes a static header portion 
and a static footer portion. 

Bradley, though, discloses: 

wherein said document metaphor includes a static header portion 
and a static footer portion. (Figure shown on p. 185 and 1 st two 
paragraphs discussing document header and footer portions) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Bradley for the benefit of Segal, because to do so 
would allow a user to view more than one page of information, as taught by Bradley in 
the series of GUI windows displayed on pp. 309-310. These references were all 
applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., the display of database records. 

Regarding claim 14, which is dependent upon claim 7, Segal further discloses: 

wherein said document metaphor allows a user to move from one 
record of a first information store to another record. (Fig. 5c, left side of 
GUI shows links to predetermined sections) 
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Regarding claim 15, which is dependent upon claim 14, Segal further discloses: 

wherein said one record in said first information store includes a 
hyperlink to said another record. ([0078], re: personal information in an 
account database linked to medical data in a clinical database) 



Regarding claim 16, which is dependent upon claim 1, Segal further discloses: 

wherein said document metaphor is displayed as a web page. 
([0084] re: use of web pages) 

Regarding claim 17, which is dependent upon claim 16, the limitations of claim 
16 have been previously addressed. 

However, Segal does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein said document metaphor is displayed in HTML code. 

Bradley, though, discloses: 

wherein said document metaphor is displayed in HTML code. (The 
use of HTML to create web pages is well known in the art, as shown in the 
Figures of pp. 183-184 [html code] and p. 185 [the rendered HTML page].) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Bradley for the benefit of Segal, because to do so 
would allow a user to view more than one page of information, as taught by Bradley in 
the series of GUI windows displayed on pp. 309-310. These references were all 
applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., the display of database records. 
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Regarding independent claim 19, Segal discloses: 



A computer program, residing in a storage medium (Fig. 1 #134), for use 
in presenting at least one record of information including a plurality of field of data 
as a textual document which can be displayed and edited (Fig. 5h), the program 
comprising executable instructions which enable a computer system to: 

allow a user to select a record from, an information store to be 
viewed; ([0028], discussing user with access and the means to retrieve ... 
medical records) 

retrieve at least a portion of the selected record; ([0028], especially 
means to retrieve medical data) 

present, on a data display device (Fig. 1 #106, 108 and 110), at 
least a portion of the retrieved record as a document metaphor (Fig. 5h) 
allowing ... of the displayed portion of the record; (Fig. 5h) and 

allowing the user to switch the view of the document metaphor 
between a data entry view mode and a data display view mode. (Fig. 5h) 



However, Segal does not explicitly disclose: 
sequentially viewing 



Bradley, though, discloses: 

sequentially viewing (p. 309, bottom GUI is a scrollable window) 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Bradley for the benefit of Segal, because to do so 
would allow a user to view more than one page of information, as taught by Bradley in 
the series of GUI windows displayed on pp. 309-310. These references were all 
applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., the display of database records. 
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Claims 20-27 are substantially similar to claims 4-11, and therefore likewise 
rejected. 



Claims 30-33 are substantially similar to claims 14-17, and therefore likewise 
rejected. 



Regarding independent claim 35, Segal discloses: 



A method for presenting at; least one record of information including a 
plurality of fields of data as a textual document which can be displayed and 
edited (Fig. 5h), said method comprising the acts of: 

providing a data handler (Fig. 1 #102 and 134), responsive, in use, 

to at least one information store containing at least one data record; (Fig. 

1 #132 account database) 

responsive, in use, to a user request for access ([0084] users enter 

appropriate address to access database) to at least a portion of at east 

one record, accessing said information store ([0084] user access of 

database) and retrieving at least a portion of said at least one data record; 

(Fig. 5h) and 

responsive to said accessing and retrieving, creating a document 
metaphor (Fig. 5h) allowing sew [?] ... on said data display device (Fig. 1 
#106, 108, 110) as a textual document. (Fig. 51 [i.e., 5"L n ], especially the 
"Notes" section) 



However, Segal does not explicitly disclose: 

viewing of at least a portion of said retrieved data record 



Bradley, though, discloses: 
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viewing of at least a portion of said retrieved data record (p. 309, 
bottom GUI is a scrollable window) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Bradley for the benefit of Segal, because to do so 
would allow a user to view more than one page of information, as taught by Bradley in 
the series of GUI windows displayed on pp. 309-310. These references were all 
applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., the display of database records. 



15. Claims 12-13 and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Segal et al (US Patent Application Publication No. 2001/0041991, 
filed Feb. 6, 2001, relying on Provisional Application No. 60/181,215, filed Feb. 9, 2000, 
hereafter referred to as "Segal") in view of T. C. Bradley ( ColdFusion: Fast & Easy Web 
Development , Prima Publishing, Roseville, CA, ©2000, pp. 153-157, 183-185, 208-214, 
228-235, 247-248, 268-269, 309-310, 357-361 and 371-377, hereafter referred to as 
"Bradley") and further in view of Applicant Admitted Prior Art (hereafter "AAPA"). 

Regarding claim 12, which is dependent upon claim 1 , the limitations of claim 1 

have been previously addressed. 

However, Segal does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein said document metaphor further includes at least one of a 
navigation bar and a command bar. 
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AAPA, though, discloses: 

wherein said document metaphor further includes at least one of a 
navigation bar and a command bar. (See Applicant's Specification [0026]) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of AAPA for the benefit of Segal in view of Bradley, 
because to do so would provide a user with access to numerous commands, as taught 
by AAPA in paragraph [0026] of Applicant's Specification. These references were all 
applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., the display of database records. 

Regarding claim 13, which is dependent upon claim 12, Segal further discloses: 

wherein said command bar includes a plurality of hyperlinks, each 
of said plurality of hyperlinks providing a direct access to a pre-determined 
section of said document metaphor. (Fig. 5c, left side of GUI shows links 
to predetermined sections) 

Claims 28-29 are substantially similar to claims 12-13, respectively, and 
therefore likewise rejected. 
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16. Claims 18 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Segal et al (US Patent Application Publication No. 2001/0041991 , filed Feb. 6, 
2001, relying on Provisional Application No. 60/181,215, filed Feb. 9, 2000, hereafter 
referred to as "Segal") in view of T. C. Bradley ( ColdFusion: Fast & Easy Web 
Development , Prima Publishing, Roseville, CA, ©2000, pp. 153-157, 183-185, 208-214, 
228-235, 247-248, 268-269, 309-310, 357-361 and 371-377, hereafter referred to as 
"Bradley") and Michael W. Foley et al. ( JFC Unleashed , Sams Publishing, Indianapolis, 
IN, Dec. 1998, (c) 1999, pp. 160-164, hereafter referred to as "Foley"). 

Regarding claim 18, which is dependent upon claim 1 , the limitations of claim 1 

have been previously addressed. 

However, Segal does not explicitly disclose: 

wherein said document metaphor further includes at least one 
expandable text containing field which expands in size as more text is 
provided to be displayed in said field. 

Foley, though, discloses: 

wherein said document metaphor further includes at least one 
expandable text containing field which expands in size as more text is 
provided to be displayed in said field, (p. 163 Fig. 7.6) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Foley for the benefit of Segal in view of Bradley, 
because to do so would a programmer to create a lightweight textual component that 
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supports multiple lines of plain text, as taught by Foley in the 1 st line under section "The 
JtextArea Class" on p. 160. These references were all applicable to the same field of 
endeavor, i.e., the programming of graphical user interfaces. 

Claim 34 is substantially similar to claim 18, and therefore likewise rejected. 



Conclusion 

1 7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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